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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 2-20 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Specification 

2. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The abstract should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure 
describes," etc. In this case, the abstract is objected to because the abstract recites, 
"Disclosed herein." Confection is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

3. The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for 
the claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1 .75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01 (o). Correction 
of the following is required: There is no description of "after assigning a user to a user 
group, a function can be activated that causes an essentially simultaneous 
opening of several parcel compartments" recited in claims 12-13. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most neariy connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 
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The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 12-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter, 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 

There is no description of "after assigning a user to a user group, a function 
that can be activated that causes an essentially simultaneous opening of several 
parcel compartments" recited in claims 12-20. in the originally filed disclosure. There 
is no description of a user group being assigned to several parcel compartments so that 
when a user is assigned to said user group, the user can open the several parcel 
compartments that is assigned to the user group. 

7. Claims 12-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112. second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding claims 12 and 13. the phrase "in such a way" (or "such as") renders 
the claim indefinite because it is unclear whether the limitations following the phrase are 
part of the claimed invention. See MPEP § 2173.05(d). Further, it is vague and unclear 
how several parcel compartments can be opened by virtue of assigning a user to a user 
group. 
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Claim 12 recites the limitation "the control of the access possibilities" in page 
3; claim 18 recites the limitation "different access authorizations" in page 4. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claims. 

Claims 14-20 are dependent claims and therefore rejected for the same reasons. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fomns the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

10. Claims 12-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
USP 5,774,053 {Porter} in view of USP 6,879.243 {Booth et al}. 

In claim 13, Porter teach of a electronic storage device (10) (the electronic parcel 
compartment system) with a user interface (26, 30) {col. 3, lines 42+}, for the delivery 
and pickup of goods, the user interface comprising a keypad (26) (the means for 
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acquiring information from users of tlie electronic parcel compartment system) {col. 6, 
lines 6-15}, the electronic storage device comprises means for assigning vendors and/or 
homeowners (the users) to vendor groups (46) {col. 5, lines 37+} and being provided 
with a system control that allows a user to have access to a selection of several 
functions (such as locking, unlocking, notify customers, turn on AC or heating) of the 
electronic parcel compartment system, depending on the user group (vendors, 
homeowners, apartment dwellers) to which the user belongs {col. 5, lines 53-64; col. 6, 
lines 30-55}. 

Porter does not disclose expressly "an essentially simultaneous opening of 
several parcel compartments". Booth et al, in the same field of endeavor, teach of 
remotely controlling an electronic storage system comprising a plurality of lockers such 
as those found in schools, airports, shopping malls, fitness clubs, for a plurality of users 
{col. 1, lines 43+; Figure 1}. Booth et al teach that a locker can be assigned to several 
user-defined groups and that each user can be assigned to one or more user-defined 
groups. Booth et al suggests that the ability to assign both lockers and user to groups 
gives an administrator a powerful tool to manage lockers and users of the system 
{Booth et al, paragraph bridging cols. 9 and 10; Tables 1, 4, 5, 9, 13}. This capability 
allows an administrator to open (an activated function, as claimed) groups of lockers (an 
essentially simultaneous opening of several parcel compartments) for inspection, 
cleaning or maintenance during off-hours in a safe, secure, and convenient locker 
control system {Booth, col. 18, lines 9-25}. Obviously, a locker with several parcel 
compartments for delivering merchandise, as taught by Booth et al, is beneficial in the 
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system of Porter, because it is capable of being used as a storage device for the 
delivery and pickup of goods anywiiere. Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the system of Porter to 
accommodate several users, as taught by Booth et al, and allow an administrator to 
open (an activated function, as claimed) groups of lockers (an essentially 
simultaneous opening of several parcel compartments) for inspection, cleaning or 
maintenance during off-hours in a safe, secure, and convenient locker control system. 

In claim 15, the means for assigning users to user groups (46) is connected to 
the user interface (26, 30) in such a way that the information acquired from the user 
interface is available to said means for the assignment of the users {Porter, col. 5, lines 
37+; Booth et al, Table 1}. 

In claims 14 and 16, the means for assigning the users (vendors, homeowners) 
to user groups (46) makes this assignment on the basis of information transmitted via a 
data line {Porter, col. 6, lines 6-7; Figure 5; Booth et al, Figure 1, 24}. 

In claim 17, the assignment to the user groups is performed by acquiring user 
identification information and by making a comparison of the user identification 
information to an entry in a database {Porter, col. 6, lines 6-15, lines 30-51}. 

In claim 18, wherein different access authorizations to functions of the electronic 
parcel compartment system can be selected for different user groups {Porter, col. 6. 
lines 42+}. 

In claim 19, at least one of certain parcel compartments and groups of parcel 
compartments are accessible only to certain user groups {Porter, col. 8, lines 12-22}. 
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In claim 20. the assignment of the parcel compartments to the user groups can 
be changed {Porter, col. 7, lines 46-50}. 

Claim 12 recites a method for practicing the system of claim 13. and therefore 
rejected for the same reasons. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented In 
this OfHce action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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12. Any inquiry concerning ttiis communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner stiould be directed to William L. Bangachon whose telephone number is 
(571)-272-3065. The Examiner can normally be reached on 4/4/1010. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Horabik can be reached on (571)-272-3068. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 5(571) 
273-830000 for regular and After Final fonnal communications. The Examiner's fax 
number is (571)-273-3065 for informal communications. 

Infonnation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308- 
6071. 
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